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PETITION FOR REHEARING 
Pursuant to rule 35 of the Utah Rules of Appellants, procedure, respondent, 
to memoranda's decision. Dismissed the appeal, the plaintiff petitions to Utah 
court of Appeals for rehearing with respect to the court's decision in the 
above captioned matter dated April 6, 1993. 
Which issued its decision of April 6, 1993. The correction of error and the 
judgement was final. It vas, 'Findings of fact and Conclusions of Lav*. 
BACKGROUND 
1. This appeal is from the third judicial court of Salt Lake County and 
the State of Utah. On May 6, 1992 the trial held by the Honorable Kenneth 
Rigtrup and without a jury. The first day the Plaintiff appearing in person. 
Second day through his attorney Mr. Danny Frazier and the defendant through 
his council. Mr. Edward 0. Ogilivie, Assistant Attorney General, and Mr. 
Graeme Henderson, Third year Law student. 
2. The Judgement was Findings of Fact and Conclusion of law. Good 
cause appearing, it is hereby ordered, adjudged and decreed that the action 
be dismissed with prejudice in the merits. 
The defendant John Graber, recovered from the plaintiff Farouk Mehio 
his costs of action. 
-1-
3. On May 29, 1992, the plaintiff requests a nev trial. On June 5th the 
plaintiff filed an affidavit in support of the motion for a nev trial or a stay of 
judgement. On the 15th of June the plaintiff filed a notice to submit of 
decision, hearing set on the 13th of July, and the Judge heard the 
complainant and dismissed the motion for a nev trial or a stay of judgement 
and the judgement signed on this day 13 of July 1992. 
-2-
4. First day of the trial the plaintiff represented himself, or. Gilbert 
Tobler did not appear In court as a court vltness. I asked honorable Rigtrup 
to use the court authority to bring Or. Tobler to court If he did not shov up. 
5. The Honorable Kenneth Rigtrup said to come the next day at 9:00 
A.M. and bring the subpoena for Dr. Tobler. The folloving day, plaintiff 
brought all of the subpoenas. 
6. The Honorable Rigtrup said plaintiff needed an attorney for a record 
so Plaintiff said he vould call the attorney vho made the trial brief for him. 
Plaintiff called Mr. Danny Frazler and briefed him on the case. 
-3-
Issue On Rehearing 
1. The Honorable Judge Kenneth Rlgtrup did not allov the plaintiff to 
use the Injury records, prepared and served on January 2, 1992for trial and 
refused to allov any discussion of the Injuries of the plaintiff. 
2. The complainants left the court vlthout questioning. 
3. The Honorable Rlgtrup rehired the plaintiff attorney for second 
time. After he had been fired. Because he did not question the complainants 
Mr. Vern Bliss, and Ms. Carol Jensen. 
1. Why didn't they put the judgement In the record? 
2. Why did the court sessions end May 14th? 
3. Why didn't the defendant's attorney make the judgement vhen the 
court ended? 
4. Why did the defendant's attorney object to the plaintiff's list of 
several doctors? 
5. Why did Mr. Frazler call Dr. Tobler and tell him not to come to the 
court? 
6. Why? did Dr. Evan's Attorney tell the plaintiff, Mr. Mehlo, that he 
did not have any records of his? 
7. Why did Dr. Evan's attorney tell defendants attorney "Please be 
advised that this firm represents Dr. Evan and the enclosed medical 
records are true and correct and are a complete record of Farouk 
Mehlo. Also enclosed Is a statement for the copying of Mr. Mehlo's 
medical records." 
8. Why, on December 198? did defendant's attorney vant Mr. Mehlo to 
put $5,000.00 fee In case Mr. Mehio lost to defendant's attorney? 
-4-
The Court which issued its decision on April 6th 1993 
The Correction of the Error. 
The Judgement was Final and signed. However it is not in the records. 
The error was from the third judicial court. 
The Judgement did exist in the docket statement. A record served to 
supreme court on August 1, 1992. 
-5-
Summary of Argument 
The Facts are; 
The Defendants Attorney, Mr. Edward 0. Ogilvie made the judgement to the 
Honorable Judge Kenneth Rlgtrup to sign, on the 13 of July 1992. The 
judgement signed, it cited 'Finding of Fact and Conclusion of Law' on the 
grounds that the plaintiff was denied his right to present all evidence 
pertinent to his case. The plaintiff was informed in a telephone conversation 
with the Honorable Judge Rigtrup, and defendant attorney Mr. Edward 0. 
Ogilive, that he, the plaintiff, would be allowed to use the testimony of only 
one of his doctors due to the extent of muscle tearing of his neck and nerve 
damage tissue tearing on the side of his head, caused by the defendant, 
Officer John Graber. 
To the plaintiff, it was necessary for him to be examined and treated by 
several specialists. In restricting the plaintiff to the testimony of one doctor 
and the court denying the plaintiff the use of crucial evidence that would have 
altered the outcome of the case. 
-6-
ARGUMENT 
1 .Did the court allow plaintiff to use all the evidence? 
2. Did the Honorable Judge Rigtrup allow the plaintiff to discuss the record of 
his Injury? 
3. Did the court allow the Plaintiff to fire his attorney because he did not 
question the witnesses, Carol Jensen and Vern Bliss. Their statements were 
Incorrect In previous testimony given. The Plaintiff's attorney did not 
question the witnesses on these matters. 
The Court must Determine If this case should be retried to find If Officer 
Graber violated the Plaintiff's rights. Officer Graber injured the plaintiff, 
because the plaintiff is Lebanese Arab and kept calling the plaintiff 'Camel 
Jockey*, while he smashed his head on the floor until the left pant leg, knee 
wore out. 
-7-
CERTIFICATION 
THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFIES THAT THE PETITION FOR REHEARING IS PRESENTED IN 
GOOD FAITH AND NOT FOR DELAY. 
DATED THIS DAY OF AMU 1993 
PLAINTIFF, PRO 
-8-
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT ON THE 29th DAY OF APRIL 1993, I CAUSED FOUR 
TRUE AND CORRECT COPIES OF THE FOREGOING PETITION FOR THE REHEARING TO BE 
HAND DELIVERED TO THE FOLLOWING: 
Brent A. Burnett 
Defense Attorney General 
236 State Capital 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 r 
Farouk Mehio, Pro Se 
-9-
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APPENDIX A 
R. PAUL VAN DAM - #3312 
Attorney General 
EDWARD 0. OGILVIE -
Assistant Attorney General 
Attorneys for Defendant 
236 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 
Telephone: (801) 538-1016 
JUL 1 3 1992 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF SALT LAKE COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
FAROUK MEHIO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
JOHN GRABER, 
Defendant. 
. JUDGMENT 
Civil No. 870903482 PI 
Judge Kenneth Rigtrup 
The above entitled matter having come on regularly for trial 
on Plaintiff's Complaint on May fc , 1992, before Honorable 
Kenneth Rigtrup, District Court Judge, Plaintiff appearing pro 
se, Defendant appearing through counsel Edward 0. Ogilvie, 
Assistant Attorney General, and the Court having received the 
evidence offered by the parties, and having heard arguments on 
behalf of the parties, and having heretofore made and entered its 
A ' 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and good cause 
appearing, it is hereby 
ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the plaintiff take 
nothing, that the action be dismissed with prejudice on the 
merits, and that the defendant John Graber recover of the 
plaintiff Farouk Mehio his-costs of action. 
DATED this /3~~aay of C \ ^ ^ 1992 
''COURT: Zo_, 
HONORABLE KEraraTHiRIGTSUP 
D i s t r i c t Court Jxiage 
ICERTIFYTHATTHIS « A TRUE COPY OF AN 
ORIGINAL DOCUMENT ON FILE IN T H E ™ 
DISTRICT COURT, SALT LAKE COUNTY, 
STATEOFUTAH.. 
2 
MAILING CERTIFICATE 
I hereby certify that I mailed a true and correct copy 
the foregoing Amended Judgment, postage prepaid, this (f 
of IjJb , 1992, to the following: 
\J Fare ouk Mehio 
Pro Se 
1113 East 2100 South 
Salt Lake City, UT 84102 
3 
APPENDIX: B 
FAROUK MEHIO 
1113 East 2100 South 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84106 
Phone (801)486-5363 
In the Third Judicial District Court of Salt Lake County 
State of Utah 
FAROUK MEHIO 
PLAINTIFF 
vs. 
JOHN GRABER ET AL 
DEFENDANT 
AFFIDAVIT OF FAROUK 
CIVIL NO. C-87-03482 
JUDGE KENNETH RIGTRUP 
STATE OF UTAH ) 
COUNTY OF SALT LAKE) ss. 
Farouk Mehio, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes: 
1. That affiant is the plaintiff in the above entitled matter* 
2. That affiant visited the Third Judicial District Court of Salt 
Lake County, State of Utah, the first part of April, 1992 and 
more particularly, Judge Kenneth Rigtrup"s court, in order to 
obtain information regarding the scheduled court date and 
filing of a trial brief in the above entitled matter. 
3. At that time Judge Rigtrup personally told affiant that he did 
not have to file a trial brief. Affiant told Judge Rigtrup 
that in the city case, plaintiff's attorney told plaintiff 
that doctor reports and documents or expert witnesses would 
not be needed for the City case and would be left for state 
case, plaintiff believed attorney. Affiant stated that he 
insisted on filing a trial brief. Judge Rigtrup said just put 
two cases and six months from now he will make settlement for 
damages and costs of injuries. 
4. Affiant states that he believes he lost the "City case" prior 
to the above entitled matter because medical and doctor 
reports were not submitted by his attorney. Affiant states 
that Judge Rigtrup did not allow the numerous medical records 
and doctor reports, nor allow affiant to have in attendance 
at the trial, doctors that could have provided expert witness 
testimony. Affiant was told by Judge Rigtrup via telephone 
between plaintiff and defendant's attorney that he was not 
going to allow a parade of doctors through his courtroom and 
plaintiff would be allowed one doctor as an expert witness. 
F-
5. Affiant states that from the time of the injuries, several 
doctors and other medical experts have been used and consulted 
in the treatment of injuries sustained in the incident 
surrounding this case, and that each could have important 
information benefiting plaintiff's claims in the above 
entitled matter. 
6. Affiant also states that as a result of statements number 4 
and 5 above, proper suponeas for records and medical expert 
testimony were not issued or was able to be utilized by the 
plaintiff in presenting his case. 
7/ Further, Affiant submits the attached records for 
consideration and hereby requests an investigation be 
performed in the matter of information not being allowed to 
be presented and the defense attorney Edward Ogilvie having 
full knowledge of the discrepancy in the attached statements 
and correspondence, in that Mr. Olgilvie was aware of the 
records and was provided copies there of prior to Doctor Evans 
attorney stating he had no records. The purpose of Dr. Evans 
records and statements were to provide evidence that prior to 
the injuries sustained, plaintiff did not have substantial 
medical problems. 
8. Affiant states that because of withheld records by Dr. Evans, 
when in fact, records did exist and were provided to the 
defense attorney, that plaintiffs case was prejudiced during 
trial. 
By: f^^rf//f> 
Farouk Mehio 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this f$- th day of July, 1992. 
Notary Public 
Residing at Salt Lake County, Utah 
My Commission Expires 
%. 
APPENDIX: C 
OFFICK OF 
THF: ATTORNEY GKNKRAL 
STATE OF UTAH 
FL PAUL VAN DAM - An.wsh GIMKM 
22k» STAT*. IIAIMTOI. • SALT LAKtCITV. UTAH 114114 • TLI.ErHO.Nt 801 538 1015 • 
JOSEPH E. TESCH 
CHIfF DCPOTY ATTORNEY CINERAl 
January 17, 1991 
HAND DELIVERED 
Honorable Kenneth Rigtrup 
Third District Court Judge 
240 East 400 South 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Re: Mehio V. Graber, Civil No. C-8703482 
Dear Judge Rigtrup: 
A trial brief for the above case is being prepared 
which we will have delivered to you by the end of next week. We 
will include copies of relevant cases. Turning to another 
matter, I am enclosing a copy of a pleading from Mr. Mehio 
captioned Plaintiffs Revised List of Doctors and Request for 
Court Rule. Inasmuch as Mr. Mehio has not complied with the 
Court's instructions limiting him to one physician, whose 
testimony would be limited to liability issues, I intend to file 
an appropriate objection with the court unless the court 
otherwise directs. If Mr. Mehio is limited to one physician, I 
am of the opinion that the case can be tried to a conclusion 
within two days. 
Thank you for your consideration and assistance in the 
above matters. 
Very truly yours, 
ed&?&~ 
EOO/rnh 
cc: Farouk Mehio 
1113 East 2100 South 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84105 
EDWARD 0. OGILVIE 
Assistant Attorney General 
Litigation Division 
o 
FAROUK MEHIO 
1113 EAST 2100 SOUTH 
SALT LAKE CITY. UT 
(801) 486-5363 
ATTORNEY PRO-SE 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF SAW LAKE 
STATE OF UTAH 
FAROUK MEHIO 
Plaintiff. 
vs. 
JOHN GRABER. UTAH HIGHWAY 
PATROL and THE STATE 
Defendant. 
OF UTAH 
I THE PLAINTIFF. 
i PLAINTIFFS* REVISED LIST OF 
> DOCTORS and REQUEST FOR COURT RULES 
I Civil No. C-8703482 
1 Judge Kenneth Rigtrup 
As per the telephone conversation between Judge Kenneth Rigtrup, the 
defendant and myself the Plaintiff to reduce the plaintiffs doctors down to one. 
the following is a list of the doctors I wish to have as witnesses. 
1. Dr. Gilbert G. Tobler. M.D. . Salt Lake Clinic, 333 South 900 East, Salt 
Lake City, UT 84102. Dr. Gilbert was the first doctor to examine me following 
the accident and took the x-rays for my shoulder and neck. I will question him 
about my condition at that time. 
2. Dr. John F. Foley. M.D.. Rocky Mountain Neurological Associates, 370 
East 9th Avenue #106, Salt Lake City, UT 84103. Dr. Foley examined me when I 
went back to the Salt Lake Clinic after the previous injections did not help 
anymore. I brought to him all my previous records. I will question him about my 
condition at that time. 
3. Dave Taggart. RPT. Family Physical Therapy & Rehabilitation Clinic, 
Midtown Office Plaza, 230 South 500 East, Salt Lake City, UT 84102. Mr. Taggart 
^ C f )r, 
«!i Ur^!!^:, 
was the first therapist to work with me. I will question him about my condition 
at that time. 
4. Dr. Scott V, Russell. P.H.D.. The University of Utah, Division of 
Behavioral Medicine, 5R243/50 North Medical Drive, Salt Lake City, UT 84132. 
Dr. Russell was the psychologist who examined me in the pain clinic. I will 
question him about my condition at that time. 
I would also like to request that you give me the rules pertaining to the 
order in which the witnesses will be called for the Defendant as well as the 
Plaintiff. 
Dated this /*/ day December, 199^. 
Farouk Mehio 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the /*/ day of January, 1991, I mailed a true 
and correct copy of the plaintiffs* revised list of doctors and request for court 
rules to Edward 0. Ogilvie, Assistant Attorney General, State Capital Building 
#236, Salt Lake City, Utah 84114. , ' -
Farouk Mehio 
Dated this Jf/ day of January, 1991. 
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RANOALL €. GRANT 
DOUGLAS E.GRANT 
G R A N T & G R A N T 
A T T O R N E Y S A N D C O U N S E L O R S AT LAW 
3 « 9 S O U T H 2 0 0 CAST, S U I T E 4\0 
SALT L A K E C I T T , U T A H 84111-2811 
TELEPHONE (SOI) 3 6 * - 7 7 7 7 
W. ELOREDGE GRANT, J R . 
Or COUNSEL 
FAX (SOI) 3 6 4 - 7 7 7 9 
October 8, 1990 
Mr. Farouk Mehio 
1113 East 2100 South 
SLC, UT 84106 
Re: Drs. Evans, Evans & Evans, Inc, 
Dear Mr. Mehio: 
As you know, this firm represents Drs. Evans, Evans & 
Evans, Inc. 
Dr. Burtis R. Evans has reviewed your letter dated 
September 7, 1990 and the copy of the Minute Entry and 
Order on Pre-Trial Settlement Conference. He informs me 
that he does not have any records regarding an accident 
and would not be of any help to you in your trial. Therefore, 
Dr. Evans is not planning to testify at the trial. 
Very truly yours, 
GRANT & GRANT s 
sgBJmJL— 
R a n d a l l E. Grant 
REG/mb 
c c . B u r t i s R. Evans , M.D. 
G R A N T & G R A N T 
RANDALL E. GRANT 
D O U G L A S E. GRANT 
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW 
3 4 9 SOUTH 2 0 0 EAST, SUITE <4lO 
SALT L A K E CITY, UTAH 84111 
TELEPHONE (801) 3 6 4 - 7 7 7 7 
Or COUNSEL 
W. ELDREDGE GRANT, JR. 
May 10, 1988 
Mr. Edward 0. Ogilvie 
Assistant Attorney General 
Litigation Division 
STATE OF UTAH 
236 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114 
Dear Mr. Ogilvie: 
Re: Mehio, Farouk 
Please be advised that this firm represents Drs. 
Evans, Evans & Evans, Inc. 
The enclosed medical records are true and correct 
and are a complete record of Farouk Mehio. Also enclosed 
is a statement for the copying of Mr. Mehio's medical 
records. 
Sincerely yours, 
GRANT & GRANT 
REG/cw 
Enclosures: medical records 
statement 
I 
PATIENT'S PERSONAL HISTORY 
Patient No. 
Date 
Confidential Record: Information contained here will not be released except when you have authorized us to do so. 
I j«»f Name
 # t f i rs t Middle 
/w^^z is-g ^n j{^ yfrttf y / 
Birth Date =*&* 
4>-JZtr~#t' 
Hirih Plaie 
AJJtcss t ity State Home Phone Musnirss Phone 
Mediiare So. Medicaid No. 
Sex 
3*1-TrF/ 
X. Mantal StJtuv Religion Insofancr C o n r » n > Insurance No. 
Person to N'ot-.fv . . 
AdJrc*s 
Relationship 
Phone Number 
Date o f La^t Ph \M.4 i Fxaminat ion , 
I 4mil> or Referring Physician 
. Doctor _ 
. Address . 
FAMILY HISTORY 1 
f ather | 
Mother | 
Sex 1 
WA 
Brothers/Sisters* (Circle Sex) 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
F 
X 
F 
F 
F 
Husband/Uife 
Sons/Daughters* (Circle Sex) 
IM 
M 
M 
M 
|M 
F 
F 
F 
F 
LL 
If Living 1 
Age 1 
/ 7 J 
61? .(A 
Health 1 
j? r C r > ^ / ^ > 
X C^<ro / - ^ 1 
1 i 
Age at Death | 
te 
"2,? 
*c^w -' ' 
If Deeeased 
Cause 
srAeAj* 
3T P&'TS^rts^ 
* Since some nzmes may he used for either men or women, please virile sex for each Brother, Sister, Son or Daughter. 
Do you know of any blood relative who has or had (Circle and give relationship) 
Stroke 
Cancer 
High blood 
Pressure 
Tuberculosis 
Diabetes 
Leukemia 
MA. 
fit* 
Arc 
Lpilepsy 
Suicide 
Migraine 
Asthma 
Hay fever 
Bleeding 
tendency 
JtdL 
r* 
t*A 
r*£ 
t»L> 
Heart At tack 
Stomach 
ulcers 
Kidney disease 
Goiter 
Ar thr i t is 
Colit is 
A T 
Nervous 
breakdown 
Rheumatic 
heart 
Insanity 
Congenital 
heart 
rSO 
/X& 
i^V. 
h>>Z> 
PERSONAL H A B I T S : (Circle) 
Yes (2> 
No 
(N^ 
No 
Yes 
Yes 
D o you regularly smoke? Cigarettes D Pipe OS Cigars D For how many years? % J7 
Do you usually dr ink over 6 cups o f coffee per day? 
Do you regularly dr ink alcohol? t o r pet day 0 t 2 oz per day D 4 o i per day D over 6 o ; D . 
B t t R : I bottle per day C 2 bottles per day O over 4 bottles per day D . 
Do you have d i f f icu l ty in fal l ing asleep? 
Do you awaken early in the morning w i thou t apparent cause? 
DRS. EVANS, EVANS, & EVANS, INC. 
Patients Name 
Allergies 
fixvou^ WteJh 1T> 
Internal Medicine 
.Address 
I Page 
IfVs * * * flue ^ / a 
i 
JAN 191983 
U4 ~ii£j 
JAN 311983 
MAY 06 1983 
Jb^>±<+< O^Ua^Zj sC/vL&u<H^ |8SSi 
APPENDIX: / . 
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
STATE OF UTAH 
DAVID L. WILKINSON 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 
PAUL M. TINKER 
CHIEF DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
DALUN W. JENSEN 
Soi»citor General 
E A R L F . D O R K S . C H I E F 
Governmental Affairs Division 
STUART W. HINCKLEY. C H I E F V 
Human Resources Division 
FRED G. NELSON. CHIEF 
Physical Resources Division 
February 3 , 1988 
PAUL M. WARNER 
ASSOCIATE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
STEPHEN C. SCHW'ENDIMAN. CHIEF 
Tax & Business Regulation Division 
STEPHEN J . SORENSON. C H I E F 
Litigation Division 
M ICHAEL D. SMITH. C H I E F 
Civil Enforcement Division 
James E. Hawkes, Esq. 
Huntsman Goodson Plaza, Suite 500 
3760 South Highland Drive 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84106 
Re: Mehio v. Graber, et al. 
Dear Mr. Hawkes: 
Keferring to the criminal prosecution of January 19, 
1988, wherein Mr. Mehio was convicted of resisting apprehension, 
I would strongly suggest that Mr. Mehio agree to dismiss his suit 
with prejudice. Your letter of December 23, 1987, responding to 
my stipulation and order for dismissal intimates that you are 
unwilling to do so. As you and I discussed earlier, we are4 
convinced that Mr. Mehio has brought a bad faith claim—we are 
not interested in seeing this matter resurrect itself at some 
future date. Further, inasmuch as Mr. Mehio could not even 
prevail in a criminal proceeding under charges that are difficult 
to convict on under the best of circumstances, I think there can 
be little doubt as to the outcome of Mr. Mehio's civil suit. 
Until such time as you may be willing to reconsider your 
position,I feel I have no choice but to pursue my earlier motion 
to ensure that our expenses and attorney's fees will be 
guaranteed by a sufficient undertaking as called for by statute. 
l should also state that we take a very dim view of the 
reported harassment and threats made by Mr. Mehio against Carol 
Jensen and view Mr. Mehio's conduct as serious interference with 
a material witness. Accordingly, we may have to consider 
appropriate steps to put an end to further such harassment. 
& u i? 
233 STATE CAPITOL • SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 841 14 • TELEPHONE 8 0 1 - 5 3 8 - ^ 1 5 
James E. Hawkes, Esq. 
February 3, 1988 
Page Two 
In conclusion, while I would hope to resolve this case 
by a simple dismissal on the merits, I feel that we need to take 
appropriate steps to enforce § 78-11-10 prior to taking Mr. 
Mehio's deposition and preparation of this case for trial. 
Very truly yours, 
EDWARD 0. OGILVIE 
Assistant Attorney General 
Litigation Division 
EOO/sh 
APPENDIX: f-
PAUL VAN DAM 
Attorney General 
JOHN F. CLARK JAN GRAHAM JOSEPH F. TESCH 
Counsel to the Attorney General Solicitor General Chief Deputy Attorney General 
Department of State Counsel Department of Appeals & Opinions Department of Public Advocacy 
July 8, 1992 
HAND DELIVERED 
Honorable Kenneth Rigtrup 
Third District Court Judge 
240 East 400 South 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Re: Mehio v. Graber 
Civil No. C87-03482 PI 
Dear Judge Rigtrup: 
Findings of Pact and Conclusions of Law were submitted 
in the above matter during the time I was out of state on 
military duty (copy enclosed). Following review of the original 
Findings and Conclusions, I have prepared an Amended Findings of 
Fact and Conclusions of Law which I feel more accurately reflects 
the Court's findings and legal conclusions, a copy of which is 
enclosed. 
Also enclosed is a courtesy copy of Defendants' 
Memorandum In Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for New Trial or 
Change the Judgment. 
Thank you for your consideration of the above matters. 
Very truly yours, 
EDWARD 0. OGILVIE 
Assistant Attorney General 
Litigation Division 
EOO/dc 
\ / cc: Farouk Mehio 
w
 Pro Se 
1113 East 2100 South 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84106 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
STATE OF UTAH 
236 STATE CAPITOL • SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84114 • TELEPHONE: 801-538-1015 
R. PAUL VAN DAM - #3312 
Attorney General 
EDWARD 0. OGILVIE -
Assistant Attorney General 
Attorney for Defendant 
236 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 
Telephone: (801) 538-1016 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF SALT LAKE COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
AMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
Civil No. 870903482 PI 
Judge Kenneth Rigtrup 
The above entitled matter having come on regularly for trial 
on Plaintiff's Verified Complaint on May 14, 1992# before the 
Honorable Kenneth Rigtrup, District Court Judge, without a jury, 
Plaintiff appearing in person, Defendant appearing through 
counsel, Edward 0, Ogilvie, Assistant Attorney General, and 
Graeme Henderson, Third Year Law Student participating pursuant 
to Utah Code of Judicial Administration Rule 11-301, and the 
Court having heard the evidence submitted by the parties, the 
arguments of counsel, and being fully advised in the premises, 
hereby makes its 
FAROUK MEHIO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
JOHN GRABER, 
Defendant. 
X 
FINDINGS OP FACT 
1. That on October 5, 1986, plaintiff assaulted his ex-
girlfriend Carole Jensen and her friend Vern Bliss by 
deliberately engaging in unlawful and dangerous acts directed 
against them with his car while traveling on Interstate 15. 
2. That Vern Bliss called the Utah Highway Patrol to file 
a complaint for assault and reckless driving against plaintiff 
arising out of the events which occurred on the Interstate. 
3. That Trooper John Graber received a call from Vern 
Bliss and filled out a report naming plaintiff, Farouk Mehio, as 
the perpetrator. 
4. That Trooper John Graber later called Carole Jensen at 
home to obtain further information for his report. 
5. That upon talking with Carole Jensen, Trooper Graber 
was reasonably concerned from the statements and demeanor of Ms. 
Jensen that plaintiff would attempt to harm Carole Jensen that 
afternoon. 
6. That Trooper Graber decided to finish filling out his 
report in person at the residence of Carole Jensen, arriving in 
the late afternoon. 
7. That while Trooper Graber was interviewing Carole 
Jensen, Trooper Graber learned that plaintiff was prone to 
2 
erratic, violent behavior, and that he claimed to be a Black Belt 
in Karate. 
8. That while Trooper Graber was at the residence, 
plaintiff arrived and began knocking loudly at the front door of 
the residence. 
9. That when the front door was opened, the plaintiff 
burst into the apartment in a boisterous upset manner and 
approached Carole Jensen. 
10. That Trooper Graber reasonably perceived an immediate 
threat to his own safety and to the safety of Carole Jensen. 
11. That Trooper Graber had probable cause to arrest 
plaintiff for aggravated assault and reckless driving. 
12. That Trooper Graber, dressed in his Utah Highway Patrol 
uniform, interposed himself between plaintiff Farouk Mehio and 
Carole Jensen and placed Mehio under arrest. 
13. That Trooper Graber put plaintiff Farouk Mehio against 
the wall of the apartment in an attempt to take him into custody 
and frisk him to prevent injury to Carole Jensen or to himself. 
14. That plaintiff pulled away from Trooper Graber and 
committed the separate crime of resisting arrest by attempting to 
leave the scene through the front door of the apartment. 
15. That Trooper Graber followed plaintiff Farouk Mehio out 
into the hallway, ordering him to stop and to not resist arrest. 
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16. That Trooper Graber put plaintiff against the wall 
opposite Carole Jensen's apartment, holding him there while 
trying to handcuff and subdue him. 
17. That plaintiff again resisted arrest, broke free and 
attempted to leave the scene. 
18. That Trooper Graber finally forced plaintiff to the 
ground, cuffed his hands behind his back and kept him there until 
backup officer Don Christensen arrived. 
19. That in the course of the struggle, plaintiff received 
some minor abrasions on his forehead, shoulder and knee and had 
force exerted upon him to take him into custody and prevent him 
from resisting arrest. 
20. That Trooper Graber used standard techniques in 
attempting to subdue this suspect. 
21. That Trooper Graber acted in an appropriate and 
reasonable manner and used reasonable force in subduing 
plaintiff. 
Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact, the Court hereby 
makes its 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
i. That Trooper Graber had probable cause to arrest and 
lawfully arrested plaintiff Farouk Mehio for aggravated assault 
and reckless driving. 
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2. That plaintiff Farouk Mehio unlawfully resisted arrest. 
3. That in effecting the arrest, reasonable force and 
methods were used by Trooper Graber. 
4. That defendant is entitled to a judgment dismissing 
plaintiff's action on the merits with prejudice, and that the 
plaintiff recover nothing thereon. 
5. Any Finding of Fact deemed to be a Conclusion of Law 
is incorporated into these Conclusions of Law. Similarly, any 
Conclusion of Law deemed to be a Finding of Fact shall be 
incorporated into the Findings of Fact. 
DATED this _ _ day of , 1992. 
BY THE COURT: 
HONORABLE KENNETH RIGTRUP 
District Court Judge 
5 
MAILING CERTIFICATE 
I hereby certify that I mailed a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing Amended Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, 
postage prepaid, this 0 day of J^£\_# 1992, to the 
following: H 
Farouk Mehio 
Pro Se 
1113 East 2100 South 
Salt Lake City, UT 84102 
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R. PAUL VAN DAM - #3312 
Attorney General 
EDWARD 0. OGILVIE -
Assistant Attorney General 
Attorneys for Defendant 
236 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 
Telephone: (801) 538-1016 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF SALT LAKE COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
FAROUK MEHIO, 
Plaintiff, 
: AMENDED JUDGMENT 
vs. 
JOHN GRABER, 
: Civil No. 870903482 PI 
Defendant. 
: Judge Kenneth Rigtrup 
The above entitled matter having come on regularly for trial 
on Plaintiff's Complaint on May 14, 1992f before Honorable 
Kenneth Rigtrup, District Court Judge, Plaintiff appearing pro 
se, Defendant appearing through counsel Edward 0. Ogilvie, 
Assistant Attorney General, and the Court having received the 
evidence offered by the parties, and having heard arguments on 
behalf of the parties, and having heretofore made and entered its 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, and good cause 
appearing, it is hereby 
ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the plaintiff take 
nothing, that the action be dismissed with prejudice on the 
merits, and that the defendant John Graber recover of the 
plaintiff Farouk Mehio his costs of action. 
DATED this day of , 1992. 
BY THE COURT: 
HONORABLE KENNETH RIGTRUP 
District Court Judge 
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MAILING CERTIFICATE 
I hereby certify that I mailed a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing Amended Judgment, postage prepaid, this (f 
day of LAIC. , 1992, to the following: 
\J Fare ouk Mehio 
Pro Se 
1113 East 2100 South 
Salt Lake City, UT 84102 
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APPENDIX: O-
Farouk M^hio 
Attorney PRO-SE 
1113 East 2100 South 
Salt Lake City, UT 84106 
Farouk Mehio s 
Plaintiff ; 
vs. : 
John Graber, Utah Highway : 
Patrol and the State of Utah : 
Defendant J 
i Objection to proposed 
: findings of fact and 
: conclusion of law 
: U.R.C.P. 52 (B) 
i Judge Kenneth Rigtrup 
The plaintiff, pursuant to U.R.C.P. 52 (B), objects to the 
findings of fact and conclusion of law on the grounds that the 
plaintiff was denied his right to present all evidence pertinent 
to his case. 
The plaintiff was informed, in a telephone conversation 
with the Honorable Judge Rigtrup, that he, the plaintiff, would 
be allowed to use the testimony of only one of his doctors. 
Due to the extent of nerve damage caused by the defendant 
to the plaintiff, it was necessary for the plaintiff to be examined 
by several specialist. 
In restricting the plaintiff to the testimony of only one 
doctor, the court denied the plaintiff the use of crucial evidence 
that would have altered the outcome of the case. 
The attached medical records illustrate the necessity for 
the testimony of additional medical doctors. 
Certificate of Service 
I hereby certify that on the th day of June, 1992, I mailed 
a true and correct copy of the Plaintiffs1 objection to proposed 
findings of fact and conclusion of law to Edward 0. Ogilvie, 
Assistant Attorney General, State Capital Building #236, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84114 
Farouk Mehio 
Dated thisff ^ th day of June, 1992 
c-
APPENDIX: //• 
COVER SHEET 
CASE TITLE: 
Farouk Mehio, 
Plaintiff and Appellant, 
v. Case No. 920877-CA 
John Graber; Utah Highway Patrol; 
and the State of Utah, 
Defendants and Appellees. 
April (£_, 1993. MEMORANDUM DECISION (Not For Publication). 
Opinion of the Court by PER CURIAM. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the 6th day of April, 1993, a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing MEMORANDUM DECISION was 
deposited in the United States mail to the party listed below: 
Kj^rouk Mehio 
1113 East 2100 South 
Salt Lake City, UT 84105 
and a true and correct copy of the foregoing MEMORANDUM DECISION 
was hand-delivered to a personal representative of the Attorney 
General's Office to be delivered to the parties listed below: 
Jan Graham 
State Attorney General 
Brent A. Burnett 
Assistant Attorney General 
236 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, UT 84114 
and a true and correct copy of the foregoing MEMORANDUM DECISION 
was deposited in the United States mail to the district court 
judge listed below: 
The Honorable Kenneth Rigtrup 
Third District Court Judge 
240 East 400 South, Room 404 
Salt Lake City, UT 84111 
^^^2L^K_, 
TRIAL COURT: 
Third District, Salt Lake County #C8703482 
-H-
FILED 
Utah Court of Appeals 
IN THE UTAH COURT 
00O00-
Farouk Mehiof ) 
Plaintiff and Appellant, ) 
v. ) 
John Graber; Utah Highway ) 
Patrol; and the State of Utah, ) 
^ 
Defendants and Appellees. ) 
Third District, Salt Lake County 
The Honorable Kenneth Rigtrup 
Attorneys: Farouk Mehio, Salt Lake City, Appellant Pro Se 
Jan Graham and Brent A. Burnett, Salt Lake City, for 
Appellees 
Before Judges Billings, Bench, and Russon (Law and Motion)• 
PER CURIAM: 
This matter is before the court on its own motion to dismiss 
for lack of jurisdiction. We dismiss the appeal. 
On May 14, 1992, the trial court entered an unsigned minute 
entry dismissing plaintiff's case on the ground he had no cause 
of action. No signed judgment appears in the record. Plaintiff 
filed a notice of appeal on May 21, 1992. On May 29, 1992, 
plaintiff filed a motion for a new trial. The record contains no 
order disposing of the motion for a new trial. 
Rule 3, Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure provides that an 
appeal may be taken from all final orders and judgments. Rule 
4(b), Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure further provides that a 
new notice of appeal must be filed following the trial court's 
ruling on a motion filed under Rule 59, Utah Rules of Civil 
Procedure. An unsigned minute entry does not constitute a final 
judgment. Wilson v. Manning, 645 P.2d 655 (Utah 1982). 
APR s 1993 
OF APPEALS 
r
 c^
T
-NoonarT 
MEMORANDUM DECISloft0' t h e °°M 
(Not For Publication) 
Case No. 920877-CA 
F I L E D 
(April 6, 1993) 
In this case, the record contains no final judgment. We 
therefore dismiss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction. 
3C/#- 3U&*f*J 
udith M. Billings, Judge 
Russell W. Bench, Judge 
Leonard H. Russon, Judge 
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APPENDIX: I> 
Statement of the Case 
Findings of Fact 
1. On Oct. 5, 1986 Mr. Vern Bliss accused plaintiff Mr. Mehio of a assaulting 
him and his date Ms. Carole Jensen. 
2. Mr. Bliss called the Utah Highway Patrol and said that his wishes to file a 
complaint against the plaintiff, Mr. Mehio. 
3. If Mr. Bliss truly believed plaintiff Mr. Mehio, would harm miss Jensen, 
why would he get her alone in her apartment and return to Wyoming. 
4. The plaintiff, Mr. Mehio had reason to believe Mr. Bliss left to allow the 
plaintiff, Mr. Mehio and Ms. Jensen to work out their problem. 
5. The plaintiff, Mr. Mehio, wanted Ms. Jensen to return to him the key to 
building and diamond Ruby Heart necklace and she promised to do so. 
6. When plaintiff went to get his things Ms. Jensen was with Vern Bliss and 
asked Mr. Mehio, to come back 1/2 hour or 45 minutes later to get his key 
and necklace. 
7. The plaintiff, Mr. Mehio, in a conference with Honorable Judge Rigtrup, the 
defendants attorney, asked to have Mr. Bliss appear in court. 
8. Mr. Bliss never appeared in court for either of the two trials. 
9. Let us look at the findings of fact and review. 
i4 That trooper John Graber later called Carole Jensen at home to 
obtain further information for his report. 
10. *5 That upon talking with Carole Jensen. Trooper Graber was reasonable 
concerned from the statement and demeanor of Ms. Jensen that plaintiff? 
would attempt to harm Carole Jensen that afternoon? 
11. That officer Graber learned from Mr. Bliss and Ms. Jensen that Mr. Mehio 
was prone to erratic, violent, behavior and that he claimed to be a black belt 
in karate. 
12. What does officer Graber know about Mr. Mehio? 
13. The plaintiff, Mr. Mehio believes Officer Graber came to Miss Jensen's 
home, not for his report but because he was told Mehio was coming to the 
residence of Ms. Jensen in 30 to 45 minutes. 
14. No Highway patrol will leave the highway on Sunday afternoon just to 
complete his report. 
Example: OnOctober5, 1986? 
15. Officer Graber locked the plaintiff Mr. Mehio in Salt Lake jail for charges 
of CG AGG Assult with no bail. CG Res Arrest. Bail $300.00. 
16. Usil three days later they take prisoner Mehio to the court. The Judge 
said your paper is not ready? Usle take you back to the jail until they make 
person his paper. I told the judge, "Look at my head and shoulder.* "I need 
a Dr. to treat me. * and no bail set for the answer $5000. bail so they take 
me to the jail 15 minutes later. I was out of the jail with out bail.? 
17. On 5- / 2 ^ 1987 Salt Lake City Utah 
By Salt Lake City Corporation 
City Prosecutor Mr. George take me out and said to me, drop your case 
against the officer and we drop charges against you. The plaintiff Mehio said 
"No\ "With what the officer did to me No." 
18. p.3 p.2 *7 That while trooper Graber was interviewing Carole Jensen. 
Trooper Graber learned that plaintiff was prone to. p.3. erratic, violent, 
and that he claimed to be a "Black Belt in Karate.* 
19. This 1s not the first time Miss Jensen talks about the plaintiff Mehio. 
- / -
20. Ms. Jensen, on the 10th of October, 1986, signed the stern order, 
against the plaintiff Mehio, saying if he never call her or her father or her 
work. 
21. Ms. Jensen prock each of storing order. She kept calling the plaintiff 
and tell she was too angry to see her.. After that give and money lemonsen 
slept with the plaintiff all this? 
She wants the plaintiff to drop his case, and what happens is ok. She will 
make up to him. This Ms. Jensen going to testify against Mr. Mehio. 
22. And pack againa croing to the plaintiff. 
- 2 -
